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_: Emergancy Response _ Disease Regstry _ Subst-Spec Resch _ Other

K‘ . Exposr Regstry _ Health Education

Naxrative Summary:

|Health Consultation

I contacted Steve Jones via ASYNC at 1510 hours on 9/29/92 to relay
informatien concerning the Ideal Cooperage site located in Jersey City, NJ.
EPA has conducted additional gite characterization and has requested a
follow=-up to a previous ATSDR record of activity dated 12/20/91%.
Recommendations in the previous record of activity included restricting
access to the site and conducting additional sampling to determine the extent
of mercury contamination in the area of test pit #4, including specific
compounds in addition to total mercury. Do

The Ideal Cooperage aite consists of approximately 1.3 acres and is located
at 39 New York Ave. in Jersey City, NJ. The site was used as an empty drum
storage area for a steel drum reconditioning facility that was operated on
the adjacent property. There are currently no buildings®or activity on the
gite. The site is fenced except on the south sidse which is steeply sloped
and bordered by railroad tracks. The site is heavily vegetated with low
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brﬁéh and small trees. The nearest residential area is approximately 1000
feet from the site. ' , o '

§ix test pit excavations were conducted at various locationa throughout the
site in May, 1991. surface and subsurface soil samples collected at depths
of 0 to 7.5 feet detected low levels of organics and metals, with the
axc@ption of test pit #4, in which total merocury was detected at 517 ppm at a
dgpph=of 0 to 0.5 feet. The total mercury concentration at the other five
test pits ranged from <0.01 to 2.94 ppm. Three surface soil sanmples
collected on 10/11/%2 at test pit #4 detected total mercury at 28.5, 113, and-
292 ppm. Additional sampling was conducted at test pit #4 on 5/14/92. The
gsampling consisted of 26 surface sanples (0-6 inch) and 3 subsurface (12-18
inches) covering a sampling grid 60 X 60 feet. Results were reported in
poth total mercury and inorganic mercury. The maximum concentration of
mercury detected in surface soll was at sample D=4 which detected 481 ppm -
total mercury and 456 ppn inorganic mercury. The maximum concentration
dapectad in subsurface soil was 25.8 ppm total mercury. Inorganic mercury
was detected at 107 ppm (estimated value) in surface soil at location C-4.
Al% other surface samples were < 36.8 ppm total mercury.

The level of mercury detected in goil at the Ideal Cooperage site may present
a potential health threat. The areas of potential concern include sample
areas D-4 and C-4 in which total mercury was detected in surface soil at 481
and 107 ppm. The mercury detected in all samples was primarily in the
inorganic form. Althouth the mercury levels at these two sample locations
ar? elevated, no adverse health effects would be expected to result under
current conditions. The area wers samples D=4 and C-4 were taken are highly
vegaetated and complete exposure pathway would not be expected. If the
coptamination is left in place in the axea of samples D-4 and C-4,
 appropriate deed notification of the property should be implemented. If the
contamination is removed, deed notification would not be necessary. The
mercury detected at the other sample locations in the test pit #4 area are
below levels shown to cause adverse nealth effects in animals or humans.
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